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Mr. Shka. I still would not exclude the possibility of • 

Senator Aiioijiiuzk. If you think tho lniplenientahon of the new 
policy took a while let’s consider tho September :«), 1977, supple- 
mentary response to my request. That was several months i after your 
iikmiio and tno same policy was being espoused by the ]<B1 in June. 

Arc you saying that the Justice Department cunnot control one of 
its components, namely the FBI? 

Mr. Shea. No, sir; 1 am not going to snv that. 

I am going to say I would hope that would indicate that, at the 
time they made the second release, there was a judgment made that 
was in compliance with the policy directive on May 25. 

Senator Arourezk. Tho samo arguments are advanced in the 
September 30 response as in the Juno 17 response. 1 here obviously 
was no change in FBI policy. 

Mr Shea. Then [ am going to have to say I can only assure you 
that xve will look very hard at these questions when wo are processing 

'* Seu'ator Aiiourezk. Documents released by the FBI to Mr. Harold 
Weisberg under the Freedom of Information Act indicate an ^titude 
regarding tho act that is, at a minimum, very disturbing ihc MU 
memorandum indicates that requests from Mr. Weisberg under the 

an were totally ignored. . . 

bet me read a sentence or two from the document. 1 Ins is a memo- 
randum dated October 20, 1909, to Mr. Deloch from Mr. Ilosen. 

in- letter in April 111(19, Weisberg requested information on the King nuirdei 
ra-e for n forthcoming hook. It was. npproved that ins letter not lie acknowledged. 

The subject of another memorandum 3 to Mr. Dcloclt from Mr. 
Ilidiop of tho FBI, dated Juno 24, 1970, was the. assassination of Dr. 

Marlin Luthor King. The memo roads in part: 

Aeenrdinglv, copies of these documents wcic furnished to Weisberg. King 
».hi-, d thnl/in view of the fact that the Department lmd released tin; documents 
i.. \\ n,l, i re the Department did not wish Weisberg to make u profit horn his 
the documents and accordingly has decided *‘7"'^ "»'■ 

'. .,i|..i,i,. i„ the press and others who might desire, it. King stated that thedoui- 
!!; ' to l ". releaseTconsisted of approximately 200 pages of copies, or a hdimts. 

. . .. u ., )0 , ts 'itfidiivits with regal (1 to fingerprint examinations, and ballistic* 
P ' I 'anil Vopics of other doeun.cnks which served to link Ray with the assess, na- 
(mu of Martin Luther King. 

Su, there was an eventual shift in position by the FBI. 

Mr. Shea. That was 1909? 

Senator Aiiourezk. And 1970, yes. . A 

Mr.SmtA. From a strictly legal point of view on what was and 
wa. not released in that timeframe, I point out that, first, that was 
the lime that the investigatory filo exemption existed. As I lmd 
!ns u'ion to comment yesterday in front of the Civil Service Con - 

in. —ion training seminar, the Department ° r “ p ' re «i >,• lions 

Halls of Congress in 1974 when you overruled tl o court decisions 
that approved our withholding of that sort of inicl.ttrml. We d icd m 
t) u . Hulls with tho words on our bps, Wo woio lo 0 all,> n 0 ht. W 
won; stupid, but wo were legally right. 



i 110. 122. pp. 878. 880 of tlie appendix. 

* Si.i> i.vhthir p. i >41 of Mu* npp«‘*Hll\. 

■ si!' Uliiulh. 134 , 1C3, |> 1 >. 114 1, '.142 of tho aweudU. 
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other time. > '«» not "^'m.lcrsUind that von would not want to, 1m 
SonalorAi.ou.iMK. ' Mill has 25 KOI A requests that 

wo are informed that Mi. ' v *„ l , *7 

to date have not been ' ] ,. ppp0 nd to that in part... 

Mr. SoitAKKBit. Mr. Chan mu n. l ^{,. s /usmim, the t hief or 

We had a meeting >n my , £ Section in the Civil Division, Mr. 
the Information and 1 nvn< > ‘^Yike Mr. Weisberg’s are no he 
Weisberg, and his iil-tome> . »• ^ , t ., m „ s sure you that the 

strict 0 (dmmolopieal order, and this ^ sort ol Vn.^'hi^tor.c-ul importance 

siw 'V”«;S'“iiko to M;; ; 

referred to and have been m l . hft 'C. . , , f ,j p background ol that 

V weeks. 1 would like to exp J * " ^ unUy we in the Civ. 
meeting so that you can iindeistaiut n^^ I ^ Attomcy (ieneruU 
Division take, our vespo wh — ^ ns ft mcltima ndum on May •>• 
guidelines sent to the h t< i r r, -j- xv qh this document, 
i am sure you and your stall n, ° 1 ‘ . num hor of lawsuits pending. 

1 Mr. Weisberg has hail lor ^me^tn ^ inj! ._ onr i y summer when 
1 became acquainted ndh attorney who was primal d\ 

| was asked to assist the assistant Jnwsiiit^. 1 did meet m 

responsible for one of the pending ■ " y[,.. ] jP sar, and repre- 

£y‘ office. with Mr.y^ £ ^vend ^ions. Kxcse me; Mr. 
son tat i vos of the v ' h ; s roimS ol, Mr. 1 -csiir who mot \s tl 

Weisberg did not comj*. 1 . ool i nrr involving a number of houis 

US Then we had a subsequent tin p forth a variety 

whore wo clrnft-ccl n stipulation . | \ )y the client agency, the 

of tasks and how they wm. h l b. e lo.J • > mMj jon , the Uimnp 

sirssrs <«*■ « 

they had some problems in i WtjJ ^ " Fl$l n ' s well as other questions 
earned out and is hemp “ j discussed with them a 

1 invited them to my office A I Jim ^ ^ cftllp a Mr Se.ha fe. s 

number of prohleinsu I pieked q - 1 nrP PO , n mp downstaiis. 

secretary. 1 said , 1 ( V 'X omobody that he shoidd meet 

lfohl him there. think theie (> Mr. Weisherp ; and Mr. '• *» ; 

Mr. Selin fTer did mnk< the t _ ( p p problems. 1 bis is the. tvp< 

'SvS.: St mss- 
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